Feedback | 5 March 2024

Informatics Europe’s Feedback for EC Expert Group on the Interim Evaluation
of Horizon Europe and its successor FP10

As Horizon Europe approaches its final phase, preparations for its successor, FP10 (the 10th
Framework Programme for Research and Innovation), are underway. Informatics Europe
actively supports both programmes, advocating for the needs of Informatics departments in
universities across all of Europe, beyond EU countries.

By emphasizing the importance of foundational training, Informatics Europe addresses how
tools like Large Language Models (LLMs) are reshaping, not replacing, the profession of
programmers. Developers must still learn to "describe what needs to be done," ensuring
innovation aligns with evolving industry demands.

Informatics Europe remains committed to actively engaging with the EC Expert Group,
providing ongoing feedback to ensure that both Horizon Europe and FP10 are aligned with the
evolving priorities of the Informatics discipline: a focus on education, research excellence, and
maximizing societal impact. The following feedback for the EC Expert Group has been
provided by Informatics Europe’s Executive Committee on behalf of the Board of
Directors:

What major challenges — scientific, social, economic, technological — should FP10
prioritize? Should these challenges also be addressed in the second half of Horizon
Europe (2025-27) and further addressed by FP10?

Informatics Europe places significant emphasis on the societal impact of IT, particularly the
ethical dimensions of Al development. Europe’s focus on Al ethics is a strength, fostering
critical reflection on its applications while ensuring research is not hindered. Ethics must be
taken into account from the early stages of projects but in a much less “bureaucratic” way,
avoiding superficial "tick-box" practices that fail to encourage genuine, in-depth consideration.

Informatics Europe is also concerned about publishers' practices, viewing them as a matter of
European public policy. While Informatics Europe fully supports the push for open access to
combat "predatory" publishers, it highlights unintended consequences arising from the
transition. A thoughtful and comprehensive approach is needed to mitigate significant financial
and ethical challenges.

One significant issue is the "gold open access" model, which creates inequities: publication
costs can be prohibitive for laboratories with limited resources, yet researchers affiliated with
institutions holding transformative agreements with publishers face no costs. The
confidentiality of pricing clauses in these agreements further exacerbates the lack of
transparency within the system.

This inequity has also led to unintended behaviors, such as efforts to bypass publication costs.
For instance, no French universities have yet signed transformative agreements, while most
of German universities have. Consequently, some researchers seek co-authors from
institutions with such agreements to reduce publication costs. As a result, some institutions
reportedly experienced over 20% increase in publications.
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Informatics Europe advocates for a balanced and transparent approach to open access,
ensuring equitable access to publishing opportunities across Europe and addressing these
systemic flaws.

Which sub-programmes of Horizon Europe should be preserved and strengthened in
FP10, and which should undergo modifications? Additionally, to what extent should
FP10 retain or revise the current three-pillar structure of Horizon Europe: Pillar 1 -
Excellent Science, Pillar 2 - Global Challenges and European Industrial
competitiveness, and Pillar 3 - Innovative Europe?

Informatics Europe thinks it is crucial to maintain a strong emphasis on curiosity-driven
research grounded in scientific excellence, not exclusively but significantly. While the
European Research Council (ERC) is a good instrument that should be maintained, it is a little
too selective and does not fund all projects that are worthy of support. Duplication with national
efforts could be streamlined; for example, in some countries, projects with an A rating in the
ERC but not funded by the EU may receive national funding. This approach has a positive
effect, as a serious evaluation of a project has a significant cost, and the quality of the ERC
evaluation cannot be disputed. Arelay at national level would enable significant savings in time
and costs.

For Pillar 2, Informatics Europe has no specific feedback but recognizes cooperation as an
effective tool for addressing global challenges.

Regarding Pillar 3, support for innovation is essential, but the impact of certain high-cost
initiatives, such as the European Institute of Innovation and Technology (EIT), is challenging
to quantify. The balance between structural costs and the funds directly contributing to
innovation raises concerns.

Informatics Europe also emphasizes the importance of viewing Europe in a geographical
sense and strongly supports measures that promote greater integration across the continent.
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